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earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 
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8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 
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9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)Q accepted or b)Q objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
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* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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Art Unit: 2122 

DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is in response to the application filed 01/09/04. 

2. Claims 1 - 23 have been examined. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 
that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the 
United States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an international application 
by another who has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1 ), (2), and (4) of section 371 (c) of this 
title before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent. 

4. Claims 12 - 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 

Lynn et al. USPN 6,606,740 (hereinafter Lynn). 

Regarding claim 12, Lynn anticipates a method for providing computer-assisted 
software engineering comprising: receiving first information indicative of a first focus 
area (FIG.2, 26), said first focus area representing: a set of first requirements for 
software to be developed (FIG.2, item# 20 - 24); and a set of first participants in the use 
of said software (FIG.2,20 - 24); receiving a division of said set of first requirements 
which indicates a plurality of separate first aspects of said set of first 
requirement(FIG.3); displaying said set of first requirements and said set of first 
participants(FIG.3, see GUI); receiving second information indicative of a second focus 
area, said second focus area including (FIG.3, see objects 24): a set of second 
requirements for a one of said first aspects (FIG.3, see divisions in objects); and a set of 
second participants who participate in a use of said one of said first aspects, said 
second set of participants being based on said first set of participants(FIG.3); receiving 
a division of said set of second requirements which indicates a plurality of separate 
second aspects of said set of second requirements(FIG. 4a); displaying said set of 
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second requirements and said set of second participants(FIG.3, see GUI); receiving 
third information which includes: a set of third requirements for a one of said second 
aspects(FIG.4b); and a set of third participants who participate in a use of said one of 
said second aspects, each of said third participants having only a single role with 
respect to said one of said second aspects(FIG.3); and generating a use case based on 
said third information, said use 

case defining an instance of the operation of said software by a one of said third 
participants participating in said one of said second aspects (FIG. 4c). 

Regarding claim 13, the method of claim 12, further comprising: providing a 
template which comprises a requirements field and a participants field (lynn,12:1 1); and 
wherein said act of receiving first information comprises storing said set of first 
requirements in said requirements field (12:37 - 40) and storing said set of first 
participants in said participants field(12:37 - 40, see table) ; and wherein said act of 
receiving second information comprises storing said set of second requirements in said 
requirements field(12:37 -40); and storing said set of second participants in said 
participants field(12:37 - 40) ; and wherein said act of receiving third information 
comprises storing said set of third requirements in said requirements field and storing 
said set of third participants in said participants field(12:37 - 40). 

Regarding claim 14, the method of claim 12, wherein said method further 
comprises: providing a template which comprises a plurality of fields which represent a 
use case (lynn,12:1 1 ); and wherein said generating act comprises displaying said 
template with at least some of said plurality of fields containing information which is 
based on said third information(12:10 - 15). 

Regarding claim 15, the method of claim 12, wherein: said first information 
further comprises a set of first assumptions about said software to be developed (FIG. 2, 
26); said second information further comprises a set of second assumptions about said 
first aspect and said third information further comprises a set of third assumptions about 
said second aspect (FIG. 4c, Examiner interprets assumption fields to be the fields in 
figure). 
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Regarding claim 16, the method of claim 12 wherein said first information further 
comprises a set of first business goals relating to said software to be developed (FIG.2, 
26); said second information further comprises a set of second business goals relating 
to said first aspect and said third information further comprises a set of third business 
goals relating to said second aspect (12:37 - 40). 

Regarding claim 17, the method of claim 12, wherein: said first information 
further comprises first business background information relating to said software to be 
developed (12:37 - 40); said second information further comprises second business 
background information relating to said first aspect; and said third information further 
comprises third business background information relating to said second aspect 
(FIG.4b, 88,83, see work item field). 

Regarding computer-readable medium of claim 18, see reasoning in claim 12. 

Regarding computer-readable medium of claim 19, see reasoning in claim 13. 

Regarding computer-readable medium of claim 20, see reasoning in claim 14. 

Regarding computer-readable medium of claim 21, see reasoning in claim 15. 

Regarding computer-readable medium of claim 22, see reasoning in claim 16. 

Regarding computer-readable medium of claim 18, see reasoning in claim 17. 

Claim Rejections - 35 (JSC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior 
art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to 
a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 1-1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Lynn et al. USPN 6,606,740 (hereinafter Lynn), in view of Tsukakoshi USPN 5,729747. 
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Regarding claim 1, Lynn discloses a method for developing software, the method 
comprising: defining a focus area which represents a business process to be performed 
by the software under development (FIG.2, 26); and one or more first participants in 
said business process, at least one of said first participants having a plurality of roles 
(FIG.2, 20 - 24, also see 3: 10 - 20, for work flow process and corresponding business 
functions); decomposing said focus area into one or more sub-focus areas, each of said 
sub-focus areas(FIG.3), including: a subset of said business process(FIG.3, see 26, for 
user assignment, queue assignment, case builder etc.); and one or more second 
participants in said subset of said business process, each of said second participants 
having only a single one of said plurality of roles (FIG. 3, 24, see objects also see,3:15 - 
17); creating a use case based on a first one of said one or more sub-focus areas, said 
use case comprising an instance of usage, by a one of said second participants, of a 
first subset associated with said first one of said sub-focus areas (FIGs 3, 4a, 4b also 
see 5:42-62). 

Lynn doesn't explicitly disclose creating source code to perform acts performed 
in the course of providing said first subset of said business process. However 
Tsukakoshi does disclose this feature (FIG. 3, 127). Therefore it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify 
Lynn with Tsukakoshi to implement the instant claimed invention because, generating 
source code during software development has been a general practice in the art and is 
the basis of any program, thereby making developing or using any program functionally 
effective. 

Regarding claim 2, the method of claim 1 , wherein said decomposing step 
comprises: 

decomposing said first focus area into an intermediate-level focus area which 
includes a subset of said business process (Lynn,FIG.3 26); and one or more third 
participants, at least one or more of said third participants having more than one of said 
plurality of roles (Lynn,FIG.3,24); and further decomposing said intermediate-level focus 
area to produce a second one of said sub-focus areas (Lynn,3:15 - 17). 
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Regarding claim 3, the method of claim 1 wherein said focus area is represented 
as a specification including a plurality of fields, and wherein said method further 
comprises: propagating one or more of said plurality of fields to each of said sub-focus 
areas; and creating, for each of said sub-focus areas, a set of fields based on the one or 
more propagated fields (Lynn, FIG.4a, 80,82 & 83). 

Regarding claim 4, the method of claim 3 wherein said plurality of fields 
comprises a business background field, and wherein said propagating act comprises 
propagating said business background field to each of said sub-focus areas (FIG. 4b, 
88,83, see work item field). 

Regarding claim 5, the method of claim 3 wherein said plurality of fields 
comprises an assumptions field which comprises a set of assumptions, and wherein 
said propagating act comprises propagating said assumptions field to each of said sub- 
focus areas (FIG. 4c. .examiner interprets assumption fields to be the fields in figure). 

Regarding claim 6, the method of claim 5 wherein said act of propagating said 
assumptions field comprises propagating fewer than all of the assumptions in said set of 
assumptions (FIG.4c see audits). 

Regarding claim 7, the method of claim 3 wherein said plurality of fields 
comprises a functional requirements field, and wherein said propagating act comprises 
propagating said functional requirements field to each of said sub-focus areas 
(Tsukakoshi FIG.4, 201,202). 

Regarding claim 8, the method of claim 3, wherein said plurality of fields 
comprises a business goals field, and wherein said propagating act comprises 
propagating said business goals field to each of said sub-focus areas (Tsukakoshi 
FIG.5, see id, function name, pattern name comment). 

Regarding claim 9, the method of claim 8, wherein said act of propagating said 
business goals field comprises propagating a sub-goal field (Tsukakoshi, FIG. 9). 

Regarding claim 10, the method of claim 3, wherein said plurality of fields 
comprises a business goals field, and wherein at least one of said sub-focus areas is an 
implementation use case, and wherein said propagating act comprises propagating said 
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business goals field to each of said one or more focus areas exclusive of said 

implementation use case (Lynn, FIGs 4b and 5). 

Regarding claim 1 1, the method of claim 1, further comprising: 

specifying a temporal relationship among at least two of said one or more focus 

areas (FIG. 4a, see BICase Session and BlcaseWorklist, as interpreted they are 

connected, therefore related). 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 01/09/04 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive to overcome the previous rejection. 
For example: 

Argument (1), Applicant argues in claim 1, that Lynn doesn't show "...one or 
more first participants in said business process, at least one of said first participants 
having a plurality of roles...". 

Response (1), as set forth in claims above and as interpreted by Examiner, Lynn 
does in fact teach the limitation of plurality of roles by a participant in a business 
process. In Lynn, 3: 10-20 Lynn shows a workflow process (business process) and 
corresponding business functions (sub-focus areas). Examiner believes this to be 
equivalent to Applicant's claimed limitation. 

Argument (2), Applicant also asserts that Lynn doesn't show "...creating a use 
case based on a first one of said one or more sub-focus areas, said use case 
comprising an instance of usage, by a one of said second participants, of a first subset 
associated with said first one of said sub-focus areas...". 
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Response (2), as set forth in claims above and as interpreted by Examiner, Lynn 
in 5:42 - 62 shows reusable modules/cases (use case) see 5: 57-59, in the business 
processes with require very little customization. Examiner believes this is equivalent to 
Applicant's limitations of "...use case comprising an instance of usage, by a one of said 
second participants...". 

Conclusion 

8. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of 
time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Correspondence Information 

9. Any inquires concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to Chuck O. 
Kendall who may be reached via telephone at (703) 308-6608. The 
examiner can normally be reached Monday through Friday between 8:00 
A.M. and 5:00 P.M. est. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Tuan Dam can be reached at (703) 305-4552. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this 
application or proceeding should be directed to the Group receptionist 
whose telephone number is (703) 305-3900. 

For facsimile (fax) send to 703-7467239 official and 703-7467240 

draft 
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